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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: descriptive 
numbers in page 9 of the specification fail to coincide with the descriptive numbers in 
figure 2. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 8,18 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 8 and 30 recite, "wherein the service state comprises a voice activated 
service state". Does the Applicant mean that the user then able to speak with a calling 
party? Does the Applicant means that in this particular service state, the user is able to 
initiate device capabilities through voice activation? Clarification is required. 

Claim 18 recites "the service state comprises a completion delay service state". 
What constitutes a delay? Is the caller placed on hold? Is the caller forwarded to voice 
mail? Clarification is required. The limitation must be supported by the applicant's 
specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1,7,13 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Mizikovsky (US 5,559,860). 

Regarding claim 1 , Mizikovsky teaches a method of configuring the service state 
of a wireless communication device, the method comprising the steps of: storing 
identifying data and assigning a response category based upon the resultant 
identification, which reads on "receiving a set of device operating parameters defining a 
preferred service state of the wireless communication device for a device operator"; the 
response category including one of various ringing indications, various accessory 
responses, a muted ringing alert, and forwarding to an peripheral device, as discussed 
in column 4, lines 55-60 and column 6 lines 11-17, thereby reading on "the device 
operating parameters including a context parameter "; the ID buffer and CPU cooperate 
to compare calling party identifying data with stored identifying data, see column 8, 
lines 8-12, the calling party identifying data reading on "the receiving context data from 
at least one source of context data"; and once the calling party data is received and 
compared with identifying data previously stored in the caller ID memory, the 
appropriate response category is initiated, see column 8, lines 13-20, thereby reading 
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on "setting the service state of the wireless communication device in accordance with 
the context parameter and the context data." 

Regarding claim 7, Mizikovsky teaches that the service state comprises at least 
one of a call forwarding service state and a call forwarding to voice mail service state, 
see column 6, lines 51-61. 

Regarding claim 13, in figure 1, Mizikovsky teaches that the step of receiving a 
set of device operating parameters comprises providing a personal portable user 
interface 42, and receiving the set of device operating parameters via the personal 
portable user interface see column 7, lines 14-19. 

Regarding claim 17, Mizikovsky teaches that the service state comprises a 
ringing mode service state see column 6, lines 30-43. 

Regarding claim 18, as best understood with regard to the 35 U.S.C. 112 
second paragraph rejection above, Mizikovsky appears to teaches that the service 
state comprises a completion delay service state. 

Regarding claim 19, in column 4, lines 56-60, Mizikovsky teaches that the 
service state comprises a calling party identification service state. 

Regarding claim 20, Mizikovsky teaches that the wireless communication device 
comprises a cellular telephone. 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-5, 9-12, 14, 15, 20-27, 31,32,34 and 37-41 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lange (US 6,704,564). 

Regarding claim 1 , Lahge teaches a method of determining whether to transmit a 
particular message to a service center for a telemantics system through the monitoring 
of defined conditions; in column 1, lines 27-30, column 3, lines 25-30, Lange teaches 
that data relating to vehicle conditions such as engine status, airbag status, cargo status 
and other vehicle systems is accumulated, said data reading on "device operating 
parameters" which includes "context parameter"; The state in which the defined 
conditions indicate that a message should or should not be transmitted to a service 
center reads on "a preferred service state"; in column 6, lines 19-26, Lange teaches 
that said parameters are received via sensors, which reads on "receiving context data 
from at least one source of context data"; and in column 4, lines 15-17, Lange teaches 
that one or more conditions must be satisfied for the device to transmit a message to a 
service center, which reads on "setting the service state of the wireless communication 
device in accordance with the context parameter and the context data." 

Regarding claim 2, Lange teaches that the context parameter and the context 
data each relate to a speed of the wireless communication device when the wireless 
communication device is the vehicle, see column 4, lines 59-60. 
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Regarding claim 3, Lange teaches that the context parameter and the context 
data each relate to a location of the wireless communication device when the wireless 
communication device is the vehicle, see column 4, line 59. 

Regarding claim 4, Lange teaches that the context parameter and the context 
data each relate to time, see column 4, lines 64-65. 

Regarding claim 5, in column 8, lines 30-38, Lange teaches that the device has 
medical and emergency applicability, which the Examiner has interpreted as reading on 
"context parameter and the context data each relate to an activity of the device 
operator", as it relates to operator inactivity in a medical emergency. 

Regarding claim 9, Lange teaches that the step of receiving context data 
comprises receiving data relating to the operation of a vehicle. 

Regarding claim 10, in column 4, lines 15-20, Lange teaches that the data 
relating to the operation of a vehicle comprises vehicle condition data and vehicle 
environment data. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , in column 4, lines 15-17, Lange teaches that one or more 
conditions must be met pertaining to various vehicle systems thereby reading on "the 
step of receiving data relating to the operation of the vehicle comprises fusing data 
within the vehicle and providing the fused data to the wireless communication device", 
when the wireless communication device is a transceiver 220. 

Regarding claim 12, Lange teaches that the telecommunications device may be 
any device which communicates by electronic transmissions of signals, and said device 
being configured to operate in relation to a vehicle system, reading on "the step of 



Application/Control Number: 09/976,974 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2643 

receiving data relating to the operation of the vehicle comprises communicatively 
coupling the wireless communication device with the vehicle", when the wireless 
communication device is a transceiver 220. 

Regarding claim 14, Lange teaches that the context parameters may relate to 
weather, which the Examiner has interpreted as including ambient lighting. 

Regarding claim 15, Lange teaches that the context parameters may relate to 
location (GPS), which the Examiner has interpreted as including altitude. 

Regarding claims 20,21 and 22, in column 3, lines 18-20, Lange teaches that 
the telecommunications device may be any device which communicates by electronic 
transmissions of signals, thereby reading on a cellular telephone, a pager or a personal 
digital assistant. Also see column 8, lines 31-38. 

Regarding claim 23, as described in the rejection of claim 1 above, Lange 
teaches in column 6, lines 19-26, that parameters are received via sensors, reading on 
" a sensor fusion module coupled to receive context data from at least one sensor"; a 
memory 130 including stored therein a context parameter; and a processor 190 for 
adjusting a service state of the wireless communication device based upon the context 
data and the context parameter. 

Regarding claim 24, Lange teaches that the context parameter and the context 
data each relate to a speed of the wireless communication device when the wireless 
communication device is a vehicle, see column 4, lines 59-60. 
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Regarding claim 25, Lange teaches that the context parameter and the context 
data each relate to the location of the wireless communication device when the wireless 
communication device is a vehicle, see column 4, line 59. 

Regarding claim 26, Lange teaches that the context parameter and the context 
data each relate to time, see column 4, lines 64-65. 

Regarding claim 27, in column 8, lines 30-38, Lange teaches that the device 
has medical and emergency applicability, which the Examiner has interpreted as 
reading on "context parameter and the context data each relate to an activity of the 
device operator", as it relates to operator inactivity in a medical emergency. 

Regarding claim 31 , Lange teaches that the context parameters may relate to 
weather, which the Examiner has interpreted as including ambient lighting. 

Regarding claim 32, Lange teaches that the context parameters may relate to 
location (GPS), which the Examiner has interpreted as including altitude. 

Regarding claim 34, Lange teaches a state in which the defined conditions 
indicate that a message should be transmitted to a service center, reading on "a ringing 
mode service state", as broadly claimed. 

Regarding claims 37,38,39,40 and 41, in column 3, lines 18-20, Lange teaches 
that the telecommunications device may be any device which communicates by 
electronic transmissions of signals, thereby reading on "a cellular telephone", "a pager 
"a personal digital assistant" "a computer" and "a web browser", also see column 8, 
lines 31-38. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6, 8,16,28,29,30,33,35 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lange (US 6,704,564) in view of Takagi (US 6,718,187). 

Regarding claims 6 and 28, Lange does not clearly teach that the context 

j 

parameters relate to the cognitive load of the device operator. Takagi recognizes a need 
in the art for configuring the service state of a device dependent upon the driving burden 
of the device operator, thereby reading on "the context parameter and the context data 
each relate to a cognitive load of the device operator." It would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachigs of 
Lange and Takagi, for the purpose of limiting potential distractions to a vehicle driver 
thereby preserving vehicle safety. 

Regarding claims 16 and 33, Takagi takes into account any variety of conditions, 
which would potentially inhibit the device operator from noticing the reception of call. 
The Examiner interprets the disclosure of Takagi as including ambient sound within the 
vehicle. Since a high degree of ambient sound might be indicative of a heated 
conversation between in the device operator and vehicle passengers, further distracting 
the driver with an audible ring could potentially cause the vehicle to be operated outside 
of a predetermined margin of safety. 
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Regarding claim 29, in figure 2, Takagi teaches call forwarding to a voice mail 
state S160 if the cognitive load of the driver is high. 

Regarding claims 8 and 30, as best understood with regard to the 35 U.S.C. 
112 second paragraph rejection above, shown in figure 8, Takagi appears to teach 
that a service state includes a voice activated state S92. 

Regarding claim 35, as best understood with regard to the 35 U.S.C. 112 
second paragraph rejection above, Takagi appears to teaches a completion delay 
service state S160. 

Regarding claim 36, in column 6, lines 45-48, Takagi teaches an incoming call 
detection function for detecting the telephone number of the received call. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Hellebust (US 6,628,194) teaches an apparatus for filtering incoming 
telecommunications. 

Bremer (US 6,018,671) teaches a device for selectively accepting calls. 

Liebenow (US 6,530,083) teaches a system for personalized settings. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dionne N Harvey whose telephone number is 703-305- 
1111. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-6:30 M-F and alternating Friday off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on 703-305-4708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). / 



D. Harvey 




